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1.0  INTRODUCTION 


This  study  is  part  of  a baseline  inventory  and  impact 
assessment  of  existing  social  and  economic  conditions  in  the 
vicinity  of  Hauser  Dam  in  Lewis  and  Clark  County,  Montana. 
The  socioeconomic  assessment  was  prepared  to  support  a 
license  application  being  made  by  the  Montana  Power  Company 
to  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission  for  a permit  to 
expand  the  electrical  generating  capacity  of  the  Hauser  Dam 
and  Power  Plant  on  the  Missouri  River  near  Helena,  Montana. 
The  recreational  survey  was  conducted  to  provide  detailed 
measurements  of  the  amount  and  type  of  recreational  activity 
conducted  at  Hauser  Lake,  the  dam  site,  and  adjacent  areas 
along  the  Missouri  River. 

1.1  Study  Area 



Hauser  Lake  is  part  of  a large  recreational  area  extending 
along  the  Missouri  River  in  west  central  Montana,  The  study 
area  for  the  recreation  survey  consists  of  the  five  counties 
nearest  this  area:  Lev/is  and  Clark,  Broadv/ater,  Jefferson, 
Silver  Bow,  and  Cascade  (see  Figure  1-1),  This  area 
includes  the  three  major  population  centers  nearest  Hauser 
Lake  as  well  as  the  rural  areas  adjacent  to  the  Missouri 
River  impoundments.  The  population  of  the  five-county  area 
was  172,123  in  1980. 
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2 . 0 METHODOLOGY 


A mail  survey  of  study  area  residents  was  selected  as  the 
most  efficient  method  of  reaching  people  likely  to  have 
visited  Hauser  Lake  or  adjacent  portions  of  the  Missouri 
River.  Questionnaires  were  mailed  to  2,000  area  residents 
on  May  14,  1982.  A follow-up  mailing  went  out  to  1,388 
residents  on  June  2,  1982.  By  June  16,  1982,  when  the 
survey  v/as  terminated,  84G  questionnaires  had  been  completed 
and  returned 5 of  which  836  questionnaires  v/ere  usable  for 
analytica.l  purposes. 

2 . 1 Questionnaire  Design 

The  primary  purpose  of  the  questionnaire  was  to  elicit  data 

on  the  relative  frequency  with  'which  study  area  residents 

visit  Hauser  L8.ke  and  the  adjacent  portions  of  the  Missouri 

River;  what  they  usually  do  during  their  visits;  and  what 

specific  sites  in  the  area  are  most  often  chosen  for 

particular  activities.  Questions  were  also  asked  about 

respondents'  age,  sex,  family  composition,  inconie,  and 

education,  so  that  so  that  any  association  betw'een  these 

variables  and  preferences  for  activities  or  sites  cou]d  be 

\ 

evaluated . 

The  recreation  area  of  which  Hauser  Lake  is  a part  consists 
of  the  Missouri  River  and  its  impoundments  betv/een  Tov/nsend, 
Montana  and  Holter  Dam,  near  Wolf  Creek,  Montana  (see  Figure 
2-1).  This  stretch  of  river  is  approximately  60  miles  long. 
It  includes  five  impoundments  or  lakes  (Canyon  Ferry, 

Hauser,  Lake  Helena,  Upper  Holter,  and  Holter)  and  is 
bordered  by  large  tra.cts  of  public  land  as  w^ell  as  priva.te 
holdings.  Public  campgrounds  and  picnic  areas  are 
maintained  in  the  area  by  the  Montana  Department  of  Fish, 
Wildlife,  and  Parks  (DFWP) , the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Land 
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Management,  and  the  U.S.  Forest  Service. 


To  accommodate  the  area's  diverse  recreational 
opportunities,  the  questionnaire  was  organized  around  lour 
geographic  subdivisions  and  twenty  types  of  recreational 
activity.  (See  Appendix  A for  a facsimile  of  the 
questionnaire.)  Respondents  were  asked  separately  about  the 
number  of  times  in  the  past  two  years  they  had.  visited  each 
of  the  four  subareas  (Canyon  Ferry,  the  Hauser  Lake  area, 
Hotter  Lake,  and  Upper  Hotter  Lake,  including  the  Gates  of 
the  Mountains),  and  the  usual  length  of  these  visits.  Next, 
they  were  given  a list  of  tw'enty  activities  and  asked  to 
indicate  how  often  in  the  past  two  years  they  had  gone  to 
this  stretch  of  the  Missouri  for  the  purpose  of 
participating  in  each  one. 

The  list  of  recieat ional  activities  was  adapted  from  a list 
used  by  DFWP  in  its  1979  telephone  survey  of  Montana 
residents*  recreational  attitudes  and  activities  (Wall\vork 
et  a 1 . 1980).  It  includes  all  the  activities  reported  by  25 
percent  or  more  of  DFWP ' s Montana  sample,  plus  others  (e.g., 
prospecting,  trapping)  suggested  by  DFVvP  officials  (personal 
communication,  Pacini  1982). 

Respondents  could  not  be  assumed  to  be  familiar  with  the 
entire  Townsend-Hol ter  stretch  of  the  Missouri  River,  nor 
could  they  be  expected  to  share  a common  set  of  names  for 
specific  sites.  To  clarify  for  respondents  what  was  meant 
by  each  of  the  geographic  subdivisions  and  to  provide  a 
graphic  means  of  indicating  exactly  where  they  had  been,  the 
map  included  in  this  report  as  Figure  2-1  was  inserted  in 
each  questionnaire.  Particular  attention  was  focussed  on 
the  Hauser  Lake  area  by  outlining  that  part  of  the  map  in 
red  ink.  For  each  of  the  activities  they  reported, 
respondents  were  asked  first  to  write  in  the  general  area 
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they  had  usually  visited  for  that  purpose,  then  to  mark  the 
map  to  show  the  specific  location. 

Respondents  v/ho  had  visited  the  Hauser  Lake  area  were  also 
asked  to  rate  existing  facilities  there  — picnic  areas, 
campgrounds,  swimming  beaches,  fishing  access,  restrooms, 
parking  lots  — and  indicate  where  they  thought  improvement 
v/as  most  needed.  Space  was  provided  for  additional  conmients 
on  the  management  of  the  Hauser  Lake  area. 

Eight  questions  at  the  end  of  the  questionnaire  asked  the 
respondent  to  indicate  his  or  her  age,  sex,  marital  status, 
number  and  ages  of  children,  annual  household  income, 
education,  and  favorite  recreational  activities. 

A two-year  frame  of  reference  was  used  for  all  the  questions 
that  dealt  with  recreation.  The  two-year  time  period  was 
intended  to  encourage  respondents  who  had  not  visited  the 
area  recently  to  think  back  to  earlier  visits,  thus 
maximizing  the  amount  of  information  elicited  about 
recreational  activity  in  the  Hauser  Lake  area. 

2 . 2 The  Sample 

Because  one  purpose  of  the  survey  was  to  ascertain  the 
relative  frequency  with  which  residents  of  the  region  visit 
the  Hauser  Lake  and  adjacent  areas,  it  was  necessary  to 
sample  the  general  population,  rather  than  a specialized 
subpopulation  such  as  fishing  license  holders.  The  most 
complete  list  of  the  general  population  available  is  the 
telephone  directory.  In  1978,  an  estimated  95  percent  of 
Montana  households  had  telephone  service  (U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  1980,  p.  585).  A telephone  directory  is  also 
desirable  because  it  usually  lists  households,  not 


individuals,  which  makes  it  possible  to  avoid  including 
representatives  of  a single  household  more  than  once. 

Not  every  household  is  listed  in  a telephone  directory,  of 
course.  Aside  from  the  problem  of  unlisted  numbers,  which 
are  less  common  in  rural  areas  (Dillman  1978),  tne  directory 
is  always  somev/nat  out  of  date.  People  who  have  moved  into 
a service  area  recently  are  not  included,  and  those  who 
moved  after  the  directory  was  printed  are  listed  with  wrong 
addresses . 

Households  in  the  five-county  area  are  represented  in  the 
Mountain  Bell  directories  for  Butte  (Silver  Bow  County  and 
southern  Jefferson  County);  Helena  (most  of  Lewis  and  Clark 
County,  northern  Jefferson  County,  and  Broadwater  County); 
and  Great  Falls  (most  of  Cascade  County);  and  in  the  Three 
Rivers  Telephone  Co-op  Directory  for  Augusta,  Fairfield, 

Fort  Shaw,  Simms,  Sun  River,  Stockett,  and  Sand  Coulee.  All 
four  of  these  directories  were  published  in  the  spring  or 
summer  of  1981, 

Sample  size  was  set  at  2,000,  to  allow  for  the  possibility 
that  as  many  as  20  percent  of  the  directory  addresses  could 
be  out  of  date  yielding  a lov/er  questionnaire  return  rate. 
The  survey  v;as  designed  to  ensure  a minimum  return  of  400 
usable  questionnaires. 

Each  of  the  five  counties  was  assigned  a share  of  the  sample 
in  proportion  to  its  share  of  the  1980  population  (see  Table 
2-1).  The  appropriate  number  of  names  for  each  county  was 
obtained  by  taking  every  27th  listing  in  the  Great  Falls  and 
Three  Rivers  directories,  every  27th  listing  in  the  Butte 
directory,  and  every  36th  listing  in  the  Helena  directory. 

If  the  designated  listing  was  a business,  or  a name  with  no 
specific  address  (e.g.,  "Helena"),  the  next  li.sting  was 
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substituted.  It  the  listing  included  two  names,  the  first 
one  was  used. 

2 . 3 Procedure 

Questionnaires  were  mailed  in  9-inch  by  6~inch  envelopes. 
Each  envelope  contained  a folded  questionnaire,  a map,  a 
postage  prepaid  return  envelope,  and  a cover  letter  signed 
by  the  president  of  Western  Analysis,  Inc.  (see  Appendix  B). 
First-class  postage  was  used  on  the  mailing  envelope,  so 
that  it  would  be  forwarded,  if  necessary. 

The  first  mailing  was  preceded  by  a pretest  of  the 
questionnaire,  conducted  in  the  study  area.  The  purpose  was 
to  check  the  content  of  the  questionnaire  and  test  the 
telephone  directories  for  the  percentage  or  wrong  addresses 
that  might  be  expected. 

Questionnaires  were  mailed  to  2,000  people  on  May  14th,  with 
1,388  follow-up  questionnaires  mailed  on  June  2nd.  As  a 
result  of  the  two  mailings,  846  completed  questionnaires 
were  received,  and  180  names  were  discarded  for  lack  cf  a 
valid  address.  In  other  words,  46.5  percent  of  the  1,820 
people  known  to  have  valid  addresses  (or  whose 
questionnaires  were  forwarded  successfully  by  the  Post 
Office)  completed  and  returned  questionnaires.  Ten  of  the 
84G  questionnaires  v/ere  discarded  because  they  were  returned 
blank  by  the  widow  of  the  addressee,  leaving  836 
questionnaires  to  be  processed.  These  questionnaires  are 
the  data  base  for  the  results  reported  in  the  next  section. 
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TABLE  2-1 


ALLDCATIO^  OF  ORIGINAI.  SLWLE 


POPULATICN  (1980)  SAMPLE 


Nurnber 

Percent 

Number 

Cascade  Ctaunty 

80,696 

46,9 

938 

I.ievvls  ajid  Clark  County 

43,039 

25.0 

500 

Silver  Bow  County 

38,092 

22.1 

442 

Jefferson  County 

7,029 

4.1 

82 

Droad".vater  County 

3,267 

1.9 

38 

Total 

172,123 

100.00 

2,000 

Soiux-o;  Western  Analysis,  Inc. 
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Missowu  aivHi  iii:nvH-w  townoEND  and  roLTi;R  dam 


ilAUSER  I-jy-T.  /\RE.A 


1 

2 

o 

4 

5 
t) 

7 

8 

9 

10 
11 
12 
19 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 
2,5 
26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 


KFt'  ID  MAI' 

}Iauser  Dam,  pov,??rhouso , oi-  just  tx'low  d.un 
Black  S;uidy 

'.Vhite  Sandy,  or  n Black  Siindy  and  Causeway 

Causeway 
L.'ike  Helena 
E:ust  .side  ol  Ha.us<’r  lake  Ix'low  Ti-out  Crtx'k 
York  Bridp’  f)r  Trout  Creek  aroti 
Haaser  Uike  betwvn  Uikt'side  and  York  Bruitkf 
lakeside 

West  side  of  H.auser  lake  aiove  I;rki'side 

East  side  of  Haas«?r  lakr'  Ixjtueen  York  Bridge  and  Riverside 
Hiverside 

Cave  Bay  aivti  (Cburt  Shei-iff,  Clnnuj.tin,  IVinderosa) 

Mutpie  Culch  l.Jo  Bonner) 

Hellgate  or  Badger  Hay 
Confederate  Gulch 

Other  (’ast  side  ol  Canyon  Ferrv  laike 

Northw-'st  side  ol  Canyon  Ferry  Uike  1x3 low  Yacht  Birsin 

Yaclit  Basin 

West  side  of  Canyon  Ferry  Lxtke  above  Yacht  Basin  to 

lewis  and  Clark  County  line 

Viliite  Earth  or  area  iiniodiately  north 

Silos  or  ad.iaccnt  tu-ea 

West  side  of  Ciunon  Ferry  Lake,  Silos  to  Townsend 
Haaser  Dam  to  Up.ixar  Bolter  lake 
I'pixar  Bolter  lake 
Gates  of  th('  Mountains 

Oates  f)f  the  M'unlains  to  Bolter  lake  (Oxbaw) 

IX  pa.rluro  I’,  iint  or  Ing  Gulch 

Juni|x'r,  or  east  shk'  oi  Holti^r  lake  to  Boltor  lake  C;imj''grr>un,d 
Bolter  l.'tke  Cattipgn  und  or  Bolter  Lxlge 
Bolter  Ikuii 

West  side  of  ll'd  i tu-  lake 


3 . 0 RESULTS 


3 . 1 Characteristics  of  Respondents 

The  people  who  returned  the  questionnaire  lived  in  each  of 
the  five  counties  in  about  the  same  proportion  as  the  total 
population  of  the  area  (compare  Table  2-1  with  Table  3-1): 

46  percent  lived  in  Cascade  County;  27  percent,  in  Lewis  and 
Clark;  19  percent,  in  Silver  Bow;  and  6 percent,  in 
Broadwater  and  Jefferson  counties. 

A large  majority  of  respondents  were  men  (601  of  the  776  who 
answered  the  demographic  questions),  partly  because  married 
couples’  telephone  listings  were  generally  in  the  husband’s 
name,  and  partly  because  some  of  the  mere  popular  (e.g., 
fishing)  recreational  activities  in  the  Missouri  River  area 
are  done  more  often  by  men  than  by  v/omen . 

Respondents  v/ere  older,  as  a group,  than  the  adult 
population  of  the  stats.  Twenty  percent  were  65  or  o.lder, 
compared  with  15  percent  of  the  state's  adult  population 
(age  18  or  older)  in  1980,  Only  6 percent  were  ages  18  to 
25,  compared  with  19  percent  of  the  state’s  adult 
population.  Again,  this  is  a consequence  of  using  telephone 
directories  for  the  sample.  Table  3-2  shows  that  women  in 
the  sample  were  more  likely  than  the  men  to  be  65  or  older, 
a iikely  consequence  of  women's  longer  life  expectancy. 

Nearly  a third  of  the  respondents  were  college  graduates 
(Table  3-3),  compared  with  22  percent  of  DFWP ' s statewide 
sample  (V/allwork  1930,  p.  154).  The  percentage  of 
respondents  who  did  not  complete  high  school  was  the  same 
(13  percent)  in  both  surveys,  however.  College  graduates 
proved  to  be  similar  to  other  respondents  with  respect  to 
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areas  visited,  though  they  were  more  likely  to  report  having 
participated  in  certain  activities  (see  Section  3.3). 

Despite  the  large  number  of  college  graduates  in  the  sample, 
household  income  was  not  much  higher  than  had  been  reported 
for  DFWP's  statewide  sample  in  1979.  Table  3-4  shov;s  that 
14  percent  of  the  five-county  sample  reported  an  income  of 
$35,000  or  higher,  compared  v/ith  12  percent  of  the  DFWP 
sample  (V/allwork  1980).  Seventeen  percent  of  the 
five-county  sample,  compared  with  20  percent  of  the  DFVvP 
sam.ple,  reported  an  income  less  than  $10,000.  These 
differences  are  due  to  the  effects  of  inflation  during  the 
three  years  that  elapsed  between  the  DFV/P  survey  and  the 
five-county  survey,  and  to  the  fact  that  most  people  in  the 
five-county  survey  live  in  cities.  Urban  residence  is 
associated  with  a higher  average  income. 

A comparable  survey,  conducted  annually  by  Mountain  Bell 
Telephone  Company,  showed  that  in  1981  the  distribution  of 
Montana  telephone  customers  by  age  and  income  was  not  very 
different  from  the  distribution  of  respondents  in  the  1982 
survey  described  here.  Thirty-one  percent  of  the  Mountain 
Bell  customers  were  55  or  older,  compared  with  37  percent  of 
survey  respondents,  but  approximately  one-third  of  both 
samples  reported  an  annual  household  income  of  less  than 
$15,000  (Mountain  Bell  Telephone  Company  19S1). 

Respondents  raising  children  were  expected  to  differ  from 
others  in  their  recreational  activities  and  possibly  in  the 
sites  chosen  for  specific  activities.  Respondents  who  said 
they  had  any  children  under  20  were  assumed  to  be  active 
parents,  whose  recreational  activities  would  be  influenced 
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by  their  children.  Forty  percent  of  the  sample  were  in  this 
category  (Table  3-5).  Most  of  the  active  parents  were 
married.  About  60  percent  had  two  or  three  children;  20 
percent,  one  child;  and  21  percent,  four  or  more.  Active 
parents  were  younger  than  other  respondents;  71  percent 
were  under  45,  compared  with  60  percent  of  non-parents  and  3 
percent  of  people  whose  children  were  all  20  years  old  or 
older  (Table  3-6).  None  of  the  active  parents  were  over  65, 
compared  with  43  percent  of  non-parents  and  24  percent  of 
people  with  adult  children. 

^ ^ Visits  to  Missouri  River  Areas 

All  but  twenty-six  respondents  answered  the  first  two 
questions  in  the  questionnaire:  the  first  asked  them  to 
check  their  county  of  residence,  the  second,  whether  they 
had  visited  the  Hauser  Lake  area  (as  defined  on  the  map 
included  with  the  questionnaire)  in  the  past  two  years.  Of 
the  810  people  responding  to  these  questions,  more  than 
two-thirds  (69  percent)  had  visited  at  least  one  of  the  four 
areas  (Hauser  Lake  area,  Canyon  Ferry,  Upper  Holter  Lake, 
and  Holter  Lake),  and  about  one-fifth  (19  percent)  had 
visited  all  four.  Two-fifths  (40  percent)  had  visited  the 
Hauser  Lake  area;  one-half  (50  percent)  had  visited  Canyon 
Ferry.  Most  of  the  people  who  had  visited  the  Hauser  Lake 
area  had  also  visited  Canyon  Ferry. 

Table  3-7  shows  a strong  association  between  county  of 
residence  and  area  visited.  Lewis  and  Clark  County 
residents  were  almost  three  times  as  likely  as  Cascade, 
Broadwater,  and  Silver  Bow  County  residents  to  have  been  to 
the  Hauser  Lake  area,  while  Cascade  County  residents  were 
much  more  likely  than  anyone  else  to  have  been  to  Holter 
Lake.  Canyon  Ferry  was  visited  by  proportionately  more 
people  than  any  of  the  other  throe  areas. 
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Lewis  and  Clark  County  residents  were  apt  to  be  frequent 
visitors,  to  both  Canyon  Ferry  and  the  Hauser  Lake  area, 
while  the  more  distantly  located  Silver  Bow  and  Jefferson 
residents  had  visited  less  often  (Table  3-8).  More  than  a 
third  of  the  Lewis  and  Clark  residents  who  had  been  to  the 
Hauser  Lake  area  at  all  had  done  so  at  least  tv/elve  times  in 
two  years,  compared  with  only  11  percent  of  Silver  Bov; 
residents  and  none  of  the  Jefferson  County  residents. 

Canyon  Ferry  was  the  area  visited  most  often  by  respondents 
generally:  Upper  IIolLer  Lake,  the  area  visited  least  often. 
The  majority  of  people  from  the  more  distant  counties  had 
visited  Upper  Holter  only  once.  Cascade  County  residents 
v/ere  most  likely  to  have  been  frequent  visitors  at  Holter 
Lake,  but  only  20  percent  had  been  there  as  often  as  twelve 
times . 

Canyon  Ferry  visitors  were  more  likely  to  spend  the  night 
than  visitors  to  other  areas.  Forty-one  percent  reported 
two  or  more  days  as  their  "longest  visit"  to  Canyon  Ferry  in 
the  past  two  years,  compared  with  34  percent  of  visitors  to 
the  Hauser  Lake  area  and  30  percent  of  visitors  to  Holter 
Lake  (see  Table  3-9),  But  only  25  percent  of  Canyon  Ferry 
visitors,  and  22  percent  of  Ho-user  Lake  area  visitors, 
reported  a "usual"  visit  of  two  or  more  days.  Table  3-9 
shows  that  Lewis  and  Clark  County  residents  spent  the  riight 
at  either  Hauser  Lake  or  Canyon  Ferry  much  less  often  than 
Silver  Bow  and  Cascade  County  residents  did. 

Fifty-eight  respondents  owned  or  leased  a cabin  or  land  in 
the  Townscnd-Hol tor  area;  fifty  of  these  respondents  were 
Lewis  and  Clark  County  or  Cascade  County  residents.  For  ten 
Lewis  and  Clark  residents  and  two  Cascade  residents,  this 
property  was  the  permanent  residence.  Table  3-10  gives  the 
general  location  of  the  Missouri  River  property  owned  or 
leased  by  respondents  from  each  of  the  five  eounties. 
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Missouri  River  property  owners  were  somewhat  better  off  than 
other  respondents  — 46  percent  reported  an  annual  household 
income  of  $25,000  or  more,  compared  with  34  percent  of  those 
who  did  not  own  property  in  the  area  --  and  they  were  more 
likely  to  be  frequent  visitors.  There  were  not  enough  of 
them,  hov;ever,  to  account  for  the  association  between  income 
and  education,  on  the  one  hand,  and  visits  to  the  Missouri 
River  areas,  on  the  other  (Table  3-11).  Visits  to  all  areas 
were  more  common  among  people  with  income  over  $25,000 
and  aiTiong  college  graduates.  People  under  65,  and  people 
with  children  under  age  20,  f^lsc  v;ere  more  likely  to  have 
visited  the  river  in  the  past  two  years. 

Regardless  of  Income,  education,  age,  or  family  status, 
respondents  tended  to  report  more  visits  to  Canyon  Ferry 
than  to  the  other  Missouri  River  areas.  For  certain 
activities,  however,  people  preferred  the  Hauser  Lake  area 
to  Canyon  Ferry.  These  patterns  are  described  in  Sections 

3 . 3 and  3.4. 

3.3  Activities  Reported  for  Each  Area 


T^A^enty  activities  were  listed  in  the  questionnaire,  and 
respondents  were  asked  to  indicate  how  often  they  had 
visited  the  Townsend-IIolter  stretch  of  the  Missouri  River 
for  each  one.  About  34  percent  of  the  respondents  said  they 
had  not  visited  this  stretch  of  the  river  at  all,  or  if  they 
had,  they  did  not  ansv/er  the  questions  about  activities  at 
the  river. 

For  the  remaining  546  respondents,  the  most  popular 
activities  were  fishing  and  picnicking  (see  Table  3-12). 

Over  two-thirds  reported  fishing  from  shore  or  dock;  over 
half,  fishing  from  a boat;  nearly  half,  picnicking,  and 
about  n third,  sightseeing.  (Most  people  reported  more  than 
one  activity.)  Substantial  minorities  --  20  percent  or  more 
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— reported  ice  fishing,  water  skiing,  swimming,  camping 
with  a recreational  vehicle  (HV),  and  boating  for  purposes 
other  than  v/ater  skiing  or  fishing. 

Among  the  people  who  reported  any  participation  at  all, 
relatively  few  had  visited  the  river  for  that  purpose  more 
than  a few  times  in  the  two-year  period.  Fishing  from  shore 
was  an  exception:  35  percent  of  those  reporting  anv 
participation  had  done  so  at  least  twelve  times  during  the 
two  years.  Fishing  from  a boat,  water  skiing,  and  wildlife 
observation  were  done  that  often  by  at  least  20  percent  of 
participants,  but  for  the  other  popular  activities,  most 
people  had  visited  the  area  not  more  than  three  times  (Table 
3-12). 

The  eleven  activities  reported  by  more  than  eighty 
respondents  (15  percent  of  those  who  answered  Question  7) 
are  marked  with  an  asterisk  in  Table  3-12.  Areas  and 
specific  sites  within  areas  will  be  discussed  for  these 
activities  only, 

A single  area  v/as  indicated  by  a majority  of  participants 
for  only  one  of  the  commonly-reported  activities  - — 
swimming.  Fifty-three  percent  of  the  169  people  who 
reported  sv/iimning  said  that  they  usually  visited  Canyon 
Ferry  for  that  purpose  (Table  3-13).  For  all  activities 
except  fishing  from  shore,  the  Hauser  Lake  area  was 
indicated  by  fewer  people  than  Canyon  Ferry  was.  Hoi  ter 
Lake  w'as  visited  by  37  percent  of  shore  fishermen,  compared 
with  31  percent  who  visited  the  Hauser  Lake  area  and  27 
percent  who  visited  Canyon  Ferry. 

Canyon  Ferry  v;as  the  area  usually  visited  by  over  40  percent 
of  ice  fishermen,  water  skiers,  and  RV  campers.  For  these 
activities  and  for  most  of  the  others,  the  Hauser  Lake  area 
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v/as  indicated  by  about  20  percent  of  participants.  For 
sightseeing  and  walking  or  hiking,  the  largest  proportion  of 
visitors  went  to  Upper  Holier  Lake.  (Note  that  the 
percentages  in  Table  3-13  maximize  the  relative  importance 
of  the  Hauser  Lake  area  for  each  of  these  activities, 
because  respondents  who  indicated  both  Hauser  Lake  and 
Canyon  Ferry  for  boating,  for  instance,  were  coded  as  Hauser 
Lake  area  visitors  and  not  as  Canyon  Ferry  visitors.) 

Although  respondents  generally  seemed  to  prefer  Canyon  Ferry 
to  Holier  Lake  and  the  Hauser  Lake  area  for  most  activities, 
Cascade  County  participants  showed  a sitrong  tendency  to 
prefer  Bolter  Lake  to  all  other  areas  for  the  activities 
listed  in  Tables  3-13  and  3”14 . Near'jy  all  of  them  reported 
that  they  usually  had  visited  Holter  Lake  for  shore  fishing 
and  for  ice  fishing,  and  a majority  usually  had  visited 
Holter  Lake  for  eight  of  the  remaining  nine  popular 
activities  (Table  3-14). 

Lewis  and  Clark  County  participants  were  much  less  likely  to 
report  visits  to  Holter  Lake  (Table  3-14).  Visits  to  Upper 
Holter  Lake  for  sightseeing,  walking  or  hiking,  and 
observing  wildlife  were  reported  by  about  a third  of  Lewis 
and  Clark  County  participants.  For  ether  activities,  these 
respondents  showed  a tendency  to  prefer  Canyon  Ferry  Lake, 
but  this  was  not  a strong  tendency  except  for  swimming  and 
RV  camping.  For  fishing  irom  shore,  a majority  (61  percent) 
of  Lewis  and  Clark  County  participants  reported  that  they 
usually  had  visited  the  Hauser  Lake  area,  and  they  also 
reported  more  visits  to  the  Hauser  Lake  area  than  to  Canyon 
Ferry  for  sightseeing,  walking  or  hiking,  and  observing 
wildlife . 


Silver  How  County  participants  definitely  preferred  Canyon 
Ferry  to  ail  other  areas  for  all  of  the  popular  activities 
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(Table  3-14).  Very  few  had  visited  Holter  Lake,  and  only  25 
percent  reported  that  they  usually  had  visited  the  Upper 
Holter  Lake  area  for  sightseeing,  or  for  v/alking  or  hiking. 
Even  for  shore  fishing,  only  26  percent  of  Silver  Bow  County 
participants  usually  had  visited  the  Hauser  Lake  area,  while 
two-thirds  had  visited  Canyon  Ferry. 

Only  a few  Jefferson  and  Broadwater  County  residents  had 
visited  the  Missouri  River  areas  for  the  activities  listed 
in  Table  3-14,  but  those  who  had  almost  all  reported  that 
they  usually  had  visited  Canyon  Ferry; 

In  short,  proximity  to  an  area,  rather  than  the  nature  of 
the  activity,  seemed  to  govern  visitors'  destinations.  Even 
for  ice  fishing,  swimming,  and  water  skiing  --  activities 
for  which  participants  from  Silver  Bow  and  Lewis  and  Clark 
preferred  Canyon  Ferry  --  the  majvority  of  Cascade  County 
participants  usually  had  gone  to  Holter  Lake, 

Participants  from  the  other  four  counties  rarely  visited 
Holter  Lake,  though  sizeable  minorities  had  gone  to  the 
Upper  Holter  Lake  area  (including  Gates  of  the  Mountains) 
for  sightseeing  or  hiking.  The  Hauser  Lake  area,  accessible 
by  vehicle  only  from  Helena  or  East  Helena,  was  visited  most 
often  by  Lewis  and  Clark  County  people.  Some  fishermen  from 
Silver  Bow  and  Jefferson  counties  also  reported  visits  to 
the  Hauser  Lake  area,  but  less  often  than  they  reported 
fishing  at  Canyon  Ferry  Lake. 

Older  respondents  were  less  likely  than  others  to  report 
some  activities  (water  skiing,  swimming,  camping),  and  the 
youngest  respondents  (age  17-24)  were  less  likely  to  report 
fishing.  Age  did  not  seem  to  affect  the  choice  of  area 
visited,  however.  Table  3-15  shows  no  consistent  tendency 
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for  participants  in  any  age  group  to  report  that  they 
usually  had  visited  a particular  area.  The  youngest 
participants  (age  17-24)  were  less  likely  than  others  to 
report  that  they  usually  had  visited  the  Hauser  Lake  area, 
and  more  likely  to  report  that  they  usually  had  visited 
Holter  Lake,  but  the  number  of  participants  in  this  age 
group  was  too  small  to  support  a reliable  conclusion.  (Note 
that  Cascade  County  residents,  who  were  most  likely  to 
report  that  they  usually  had  visited  Holter  Lake,  were  no 
more  likely  to  be  under  25  than  the  residents  of  the  other 
four  counties.) 

People  with  rhildren  under  20  were  more  likely  than  others 
to  report  fishing  from  a boat,  water  skiing,  sv/imming,  and 
picnicking  in  the  Missouri  River  areas  covered  by  the 
questionnaire.  People  wiiose  children  w'ere  adults  were  least 
likely  to  report  water  skiing,  swimniing  and  picnicking. 

Among  participants,  parents  of  children  under  20  were  ^ore 
likely  to  choose  Holter  Lake  for  fishing  from  a boat,  hikiiig 
and  observing  wildlife,  and  the  Upper  Holter  Lake  area  for 
sightseeing,  than  others  (Table  3-16).  They  w'ore  somewhat 
more  likely  than  others  to  go  to  Holter  Lake  for  swimming, 
and  less  likely  to  go  to  Canyon  Ferry,  and  they  were  more 
likely  to  go  to  the  Hauser  Lake  ^^rea  for  shore  fishing  and 
ice  fishing,  and  less  likely  to  go  to  Canyon  Ferry.  Most  of 
the  differences  in  Table  3-16  are  larger  and  more  consistent 
than  the  age  differences  shown  in  Table  3-15.  They  suggest 
a tendency  for  childless  adults  --  some  much  younger,  seme 
much  older  than  active  parents  --  to  prefer  Canyon  Ferry  for 
swimming,  picnicking,  and  v;ater  skiing,  v;hile  families  with 
children  prefer  Holter  Lake  and  the  Hauser  Lake  area  for 
fishing,  and  the  Holter  Lake  area  for  other  activities. 

Participation  rates  for  some  of  tlio  activities  were  also 
associated  with  education  and  income.  College  graduates 
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generally  were  more  likely  than  people  who  had  not  attended 
college  to  have  visited  the  river  for  picnicking, 
sightseeing,  walking,  observing  v/ildlife,  and  all  the  water- 
based  activities  except  shore  fishing.  People  with 
postgraduate  or  professional  training,  hov/ever,  were  less 
likely  than  college  graduates  to  report  any  activity  except 
hiking  or  observing  wildlife.  For  picnicking,  sightseeing, 
and  water-based  activities  other  than  fishing,  participation 
rates  ranged  Irom  40  to  50  percent  of  college  graduates  to  8 
to  30  percent  of  people  who  had  not  graduated  from  high 
school . 


People  with  an  annual  household  Income  of  $20,000  or  more 
(60  percent  of  all  respondents)  were  more  likely  than  others 
to  report  any  activity  involving  a boat,  but  income  was  not 
related  to  the  percentages  who  reported  fishing,  picnicking, 
ca,mping,  sightseeing,  hiking,  or  observing  wildlife. 

Differences  among  both  income  groups  and  between  college 
graduates  and  others,  with  respect  to  the  area  visited  for  a 
particular  activity,  were  neither  large  nor  consistent. 

Among  the  factors  covered  by  the  questionnaire,  county  of 
residence  and  family  status  had  the  most  to  do  with 
preference  for  a particular  area. 

3 . 4 Specific  Sites  within  Areas 

Respondents  were  asked  to  indicate,  by  marking  the  map  shown 
in  Figure  2-1,  exactly  where  they  had  gone  for  each  of  the 
activities  checked  in  Questions  7 and  8,  From  half  to 
three-quarters  of  those  who  checked  any  activities  did  mark 
the  map,  and  they  did  so  clearly  enough  to  make  it  possible 
to  code  their  responses.  The  others  either  did  not  use  the 
map  at  all,  or  did  so  in  such  a way  that  it  was  difficult  to 
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identify  specific  locations.  Figure  2-1  shows  which  sites 
were  coded,  and  Table  3-17  shows  the  distribution  of  sites 
indicated  by  participants  in  all  the  activities  listed  on 
the  questionnaire.  Seme  sites  were  combined  with  others  In 
Table  3-17,  to  avoid  an  excessive  number  of  entries  showing 
very  low  levels  of  use. 


When  activities  are  considered  separately,  certain  patterns 
emerge.  For  shore  fishing,  Holter  Dam  is  the  most  popular 
area,  with  38  participants,  followed  by  Log  Gulch  on  Holter 
Lake  and  Hauser  Dam,  with  27  participants  apiece.  Black 
Sandy  Recreation  Area  (S.R.A.),  the  Causeway,  certain  sites 
on  the  v;est  side  of  Canyon  Ferry  and  on  the  nortlieast  shore 
of  Holter  Lake  were  also  popular,  with  14  to  19  participants 
apiece.  For  boat  fishing,  Black  Sandy  S.R.A,  (or  the  lower 
end  of  Hauser  Lake)  was  indicated  most  often,  follovved 
closely  by  the  Yacht  Basin  on  Canyon  Ferry  Lake.  Popular 
areas  for  ice  fishing  were  the  Silos  on  Canyon  Ferry,  v/ith 
23  participants,  the  Causeway,  v/ith  15,  and  the  Holter  Lodge- 
area  on  Holter  Lake,  with  14.  For  swimming,  people  were 
more  likely  to  indicate  the  northeast  shore  of  Canyon  i'erry 
Lake  (Ccurt  Sheriff,  Ponderosa,  Cave  Bay,  Magpie  Gulch, 
Hellgate)  than  any  other  area,  though  the  northwest  shoT'e  of 
Canyon  Ferry  v/as  indicated  by  17  people,  and  Lakeside,  by 
11.  Twenty'-six  people  indicated  Cave  Bay,  Magpie  Gulch,  or 
Hellgate  for  water  skiing,  far  more  than  indicated  any  ot'ner 
site.  Black  Sandy  S.R.A.  was  mentioned  for  picnicking  more 
often  than  any  other  single  site,  but  the  Cave  Day-Hellgate 
area  as  a v;hole  was  mentioned  most  often.  The  same  sites 
were  mentioned  most  often  for  camping,  too.  The  Gates  of 
the  Mountains  was  the  area  mentioned  most  often  for  hiking 
or  walking  and  for  observing  wildlife  or  watching  birds. 


Within  the  Hauser  Lake  area, 


the  most  heavily  used  sites  are 


Hauser  Dam  and  the  nearby  Black  Sandy  S.R.A.  These 
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sites  are  used  primarily  for  fishing.  The  Causeway  and 
Riverside  are  also  popular  for  fishing,  though  less  so  than 
Hauser  Dam  or  Black  Sandy.  Black  Sandy  is  used  for 
picnicking,  camping,  and  water  skiing,  more  than  any  other 
site  in  the  Hauser  Lake  area.  The  Causeway  is  the  only  site 
in  the  Hauser  Lake  area  that  was  mentioned  often  for  ice 
fishing.  The  Lakeside  area  was  mentioned  more  often  for 
swimming  than  any  other  site  in  the  Hauser  Lake  area,  but 
somewhat  less  often  than  Black  Sandy  for  water  skiing. 

^ ^ Facilities  in  the  Hauser  Lake  Area 

About  two-thirds  of  the  respondents  who  had  been  to  the 
Hauser  Lake  area  rated  existing  facilities  in  the  area,  as 
requested  by  Questions  11  and  12.  Using  a scale  of  1 
("Outstanding")  to  5 ("Poor"),  a third  of  the  respondents 
rated  restrooms  4 or  5,  and  22  to  28  percent  assigned  n 
rating  of  4 or  5 to  parking,  picnj.c  areas,  and  campgrounds 
(Table  3-18).  Other  facilities  were  viewed  more  favorably. 

Silver  Bow  County  residents  were  most  likely  to  be  critical 
of  restrooms  in  the  area,  but  relatively  few  of  them  w'ere 
critical  of  other  facilities  (Table  3-18).  Lewis  and  Clark 
County  residents  were  most  likely  to  assign  a negative 
rating  to  picnic  areas,  campgrounds,  and  sw'imming  beaches. 

For  all  facilities  except  parking,  about  half  of  those  who 
assigned  a rating  of  4 or  5 indicated  that  Black  Sandy 
S.R.A.  was  the  area  most  needing  improvement.  Most  of  the 
others  did  not  write  in  a specific  location.  Sixteen  of  the 
sixty-eight  respondents  who  saw  a need  for  improved  parking 
referred  to  Black  Sandy  S.R.A. , six,  to  Hauser  Dam,  and 
eighteen  did  not  designate  a specific  location. 
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3.6  Favorite  Outdoor  Recreation 


At  the  end  of  the  questionnaire,  respondents  were  asked  to 
indicate  which  of  the  list  of  twenty  items  were  their 
family’s  "favorite  outdoor  recreational  activities,"  and 
where  they  had  gone  for  each  one,  "most  often"  during  the 
past  two  years.  Almost  three-quarters  of  the  respondents 
answered  this  question. 

The  most  popular  activity  v/as  fishing  from  shore  (62  percent 
of  respondents),  followed  by  fishing  from  a boat  (47 
percent)  and  picnicking  (36  percent).  People  wd.th  children 
under  20  were  also  likely  to  report  sw'imming  (40  percent) 
and  hunting  (42  percent)  (Table  3-19).  Childless 
respondents  were  more  likely  than  others  to  report 
backpacking  and  camping  without  a recreaticna]  vehicle  (P^V), 
but  less  likely  to  report  fishing,  camping  with  an  RV , and 
observing  wildlife.  Participation  rates  for  people  with 
adult  children  were  generally  low,  except  for  fishing. 

For  fishing,  water  skiing,  boating,  and  swimming,  most 
respondents  indicated  that  they  had  gone  most  often  to  the 
Missouri  River,  including  areas  downstream  from  Holter  Darn 
(for  respondents  who  lived  in  Cascade  County).  The  Missouri 
River  areas  were  popular  for  river  floating,  picnicking  and 
camping  with  a recreational  veliicle,  too,  especially  for 
people  from  Cascade  and  Lewis  and  Clark  Counties.  Silver 
Bow  County  residents  v/ere  more  likely  to  mention  Georgetown 
Lake  and  the  Big  Hole  River,  for  shore  fishing,  picnicking, 
and  camping. 
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3.7  Conclusion 


Hauser  Lake  and  Hauser  Dam  are  evidently  popular  fishin>? 
spots  for  Lewis  nnd  Clark  County  residents,  but  residents  nf 
neighboring  counties  --  Cascade,  Jefferson,  Broadwater  and 
Silver  Bow  --  go  more  often  to  Hotter  Lake  or  Canyon  Ferry 
Lake  to  fish.  For  other  water-based  »'ecreation,  and  for 
camping,  hiking,  and  observing  birds  or  wildlife,  area 
residents  evidently  prefer  Canyon  Ferry  Lake,  Hclter  Lake, 
«and  the  Upper  Holter/Gates  of  the  Mountains  area. 

Improvements  now  under  way  at  Black  Ssndy  S.R.A.  may 
increase  the  popularity  of  the  area  for  picnicking  and 
camping,  but  the  most  important  determinant  of  use  seems  to 
be  distance.  Because  the  Hauser  Lake  area  can  be  reached 
only  by  unpaved  roads,  and  because  it  is  farther  than 
parts  of  the  Missouri  River  from  Great  Falls,  Butte,  and 
Townsend,  it  is  used  primarily  by  Helena-area  residents 
want  to  fish  frorr  the  shore.  For  these  residents,  ho'wever, 
the  Hauser  Lake  area  is  a valued  resource,  preferred  to  any 
other  part  of  the  Townsend-Hol ter  Dam  stretch  of  the 
Missouri  River. 
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TABI£  3-1 


DiOTimn'ic^  OF  REsrr:^i[M?rs  by  odunty  of  residence 


PERCEirr 

Cascade 

373 

46 

Ij3vis  and  Clark 

222 

27 

Silver  Bow 

151 

19 

Jefferson 

37 

4 

Broa.(kvi.iter 

18 

2 

Other 

12 

2 

Total 

813 

ICK) 

^Excludes  23  respondents  'tvtio  did  not  reix)rt  county  of  residence. 
Source:  Western  Analysis ^ Inc, 
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T/iBLE  3-2 


AGE  AND  SEX  OF  RESPONDENTS^ 


MEN  ^Va.EN  ALL 


Number 

Percent 

Number 

Percent 

Number 

Percent 

17-24 

26 

4 

22 

13 

48 

6 

25-34 

151 

25 

28 

16 

179 

23 

35-44 

116 

19 

24 

14 

140 

18 

45-54 

100 

17 

21 

12 

121 

16 

55-64 

98 

16 

33 

19 

131 

17 

65-74 

80 

13 

19 

17 

109 

14 

75  and  older 

30 

5 

18 

10 

4S 

6 

Total 

601 

lao 

175 

100 

776 

].00 

^Excludes  60  respondents  who  did  not  answer  Questions  13-19. 
Sotirce:  Western  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABU5  3-3 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  RESPOMDETTS  BY  IDUCATION 


NUU'IEER^  PERCFiNT 


8th  grade  or  less 

35 

5 

Seme  high  school 

62 

8 

High  school  graduate 

182 

24 

Seme  college  or  vc'cational  training 

234 

31 

College  graduate 

123 

16 

Postgraduate  or  professional  training 

125 

16 

Total 

761 

100 

^Excludes  60  respondents  wiio  did  not  ans-^er  any  denographic  items  and  15 
others  vlio  did  not  ans\^r  the  education  question. 

Source:  Vfestem  Analysis,  Inc, 
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TABLE  3-4 


DISlRIEUriON  OF  RFS?ONDE^^^S  BY  AMUAL 
HOUSDIOIi)  INCO.IE  IN  1981 


NUMBEil**- 

ITTOIOT 

Under  $10,000 

118 

17 

$10,000  - $14,999 

116 

16 

$15,0-00  - $19,999 

94 

13 

$20,000  - $24,999 

133 

19 

$25,000  -.$34,999 

148 

21 

$213,000  or  iriore 

102 

14 

To  Lai 

711 

100 

^Wcludes  60  p-^ple  uiio  did  not  answer  any  demegraphic  itens,  and  65 
others  wtio  did  not  answer  the  inocfie  question. 

Source;  V7estern  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-r> 


FAMILY  STAITJS  OF  Kr’SPdTO'TrS 


No  children 

Children  all  over  20 

Qie  or  LTore  children  under  20 

Total 


MiTiBIED 

ICfT  MAimiBD^ 

inrAL 

lao 

131 

231 

189 

43 

232 

283 

30 

313 

572 

204 

778 

^Excludes  60  respondents  v.^io  did  not  ans’Aer  Questions  13  to  19. 
'^fers  to  divorced,  v.ddo^ed,  and  single  respondents. 

Source:  Vfestem  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-6 


AGE  OF  RPSFO^a:EOTS  BY  F/J.IILY  STA’IUS 


ainx/PEM 
UNDER  20 

K ■ % 

AI.L  anLDRI44 
20  CR  oum 

N % 

NO 

QillOKEN 

N % 

TOTAL 
SAMPLIT 
N % 

17-2-i 

10 

3 

0 

- 

38 

16 

48 

6 

25-34 

99 

32 

0 

- 

80 

34 

179 

23 

35-44 

113 

36 

7 

3 

20 

9 

140 

18 

45-54 

77 

24 

28 

23 

16 

7 

121 

16 

55-64 

14 

5 

93 

41 

21 

9 

131 

17 

65-74 

0 

“ 

70 

3^') 

39 

17 

109 

14 

75  or  o 

Icior 

0 

-- 

31 

13 

17 

7 

43 

6 

Total 

313 

100 

ooo 

100 

231 

100 

776 

100 

^Excludes  60  I'^spondents  vho  did  not  ansv.^'r  any  derro^^raphic  iters. 
Source:  Western  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-7 


PERCm’  VdIO  VISITED  MISaXTlI  RIVER  Al^xEAS,  DURING 
THE  PAST  TTO  YEAI^S,  BY  COBim  OF  RESIDENCE 


CASC/^E 

Lli:\riS  AND 
CLARK 

SILITTI 

Ba.v 

JEFFER- 

sa'i 

BROAD- 

WATER 

ir/TAL  ^ 

Hauser  Lal^  Area 

26 

74 

28 

35 

24 

40 

Canyon  Fern? 

28 

82 

49 

68 

88 

50 

b 

Upper  Hoi ter  lake 

46 

61 

24 

40 

47 

45 

Hoi ter  Lake 

58 

38 

9 

24 

18 

41 

IkTiilx^r  of 

Res]X)nderits 

373 

220 

151 

37 

17 

810 

^Includes  12  respondents  v.ho  did  not  live  in  one  of  the  five  counties, 
t) 

^Includes  Gates  of  the  Ivbuatains. 

^Tniber  ^vho  ansr.vered  Question  2,  about  visits  to  the  ilauser  I^ke  area. 
Three  people  who  answered  Question  1,  alxxit  county  of  residence,  but 
not  Question  2,  and  23  people  who  did  not  answer  either 
question,  are  excluded. 

Source:  Western  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-8 


NLmER  OF  VISITS  ID  EiSSOURI  RIVER  AREAS, 
DURIL^G  HIE  PAST  T\\i)  YEARS,  BY  OOUNr/  OF  RESIDENCE 


IB?IS  AI'T)  SILVER  JEI’FER-  EIY)i\D-  TCT.AL^ 


Percent  Who 

Visited  'Ivvelve 

CASCADE 

O-MK 

BC/yV 

SON 

WATER 

SAMPLEf 

or  ^fore  Tineas 

Raarser  Lake  Atgs. 
(N) 

2 

( 89) 

34 

(15S) 

11 

(44) 

0 

(13) 

0 

( 3) 

20 

(310) 

flajiyon  Ferry 
(N) 

2 

(103) 

37 

(170) 

10 

(CD) 

17 

(24) 

67 

(12) 

22 

(3.34) 

b 

UjDper  Roiter 
(N) 

4 

(166) 

7 

(133) 

3 

(37) 

7 

(14) 

5 

( 7) 

(358) 

Hotter  Lake 
(N) 

20 

(210) 

11 

{ 82) 

(15) 

0 

( 9) 

0 

( 3) 

16 

(321) 

Perc^ent  VTo 

V isl  tc<i  Once^" 

Hauser  Lalve  Area 

34 

4 

36 

15 

0 

17 

Canyon  Fen*y 

43 

5 

16 

25 

8 

19 

Uppsr  Bolter^ 

43 

29 

60 

79 

71 

41 

Ho Iter  l^ke 

18 

32 

33 

56 

100 

24 

^Includes  respondents  v^ho  did 

not  live 

in  one 

of  the 

five  counties. 

^Includes  Cates  of  the  Kbuiitaijis . 


base  (N)  fo)"  these  percentsi^es  is  the  total  number  of  visitors  to 
the  area.  It  is  the  siune  as  the  ba.se  (N)  for  Percent  \^o  Visited 
Twelve  Tiji>?s  or  lk>r\::. 

Source:  Vicstern  Analysis,  Inc. 
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LENGH-I  OF  USUAL  AND  TjONGFS^r  VISITS  TO  IvUSSOURI  RIVER  ARRAS 

BY  COUNT/  OF  KESIDE^^CE 
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TABLE  3-10 


mCATION  OF  PI^PEKIY  OSVMD  OR  lEASrD  EEY  IH^SPONDEOTS , 
BY  OUNIT  OF  RESIDl^NCE 


CASCADE 

imis  ainid 
fLAFJi 

STLlTTi 

BOW 

JEFTLR- 

SON 

BROAl)- 

WATFJI 

TCHAL  , 
SA^PLE"^ 

Hauser  Lake  Area 

4 

8 

1 

0 

0 

13 

Canyon  Feny 

4 

23 

3 

1 

0 

31 

Upper  Jiolter  Lake 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

2 

Holter  Lake 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

7 

Ot.her^"^ 

1 

1 

0 

0 

2 

4 

Total 

17 

33 

4 

1 

2 

57 

V)8S  not  include  one  c^ibin  owner  wlio  was  not  a resident  of  the  five- 
ooiuity  area  at  the  time  of  the  survey. 

^Hes|X)ndent  checked  "other"  and  wrote  "Missouri  River"  in  the  space 
provided. 

Source:  Vfestem  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABI£  3-11 


PERCENT  mn  VISITED  MiaSOURI  RIVER  AREAS,  DTEING  IIIE  PAST  m)  ITAJ^S, 
BY  ANC'JUAL  lOJSEIDLD  INOGME,  EDUCATICN,  AGE,  SEX,  AND  EAiMILY  STATUS 


UPPER 


HAUSER 

Annual  Household  Incare  L^JKE  ARE/\ 

CAKYai 

lERRY 

HOLTER 

L/4CE 

lO.TER 

LAKE 

(N)^ 

Under  $10,000 

21 

31 

27 

23 

(118) 

$10, OCX)  - $14,999 

38 

49 

47 

40 

C114) 

$15, 090  - $19,999 

52 

56 

51 

47 

( 

$20,000  - $24,999 

38 

53 

48 

47 

(333) 

$25,000  ~ $3*1,999 

52 

65 

56 

49 

(148) 

$35,000  or  more 

51 

62 

57 

52 

(102) 

Education 

Not  a high  school  graduate 

25 

40 

25 

32 

( 97) 

High  scliool  gi^aduate 

39 

46 

41 

42 

(181) 

Sorye  college 

40 

50 

48 

40 

(233) 

College  tP'aduate 

49 

66 

59 

53 

r 1 99 

Postgraduate , 

professional  training 

50 

58 

56 

47 

(125) 

17-24 

38 

56 

56 

42 

( 4S) 

25-34 

50 

62 

55 

56 

(179) 

35-44 

47 

59 

54 

46 

(140) 

45-5^1 

48 

52 

50 

48 

(122) 

55~G4 

33 

47 

43 

33 

(131) 

65-74 

24 

35 

27 

23 

(107) 

75  and  older 

22 

25 

18 

22 

( 49) 

Family  Status 

Children  under  20 

48 

58 

54 

52 

(313) 

Children  over  20 

32 

42 

34 

31 

(232) 

No  clnildi'en 

38 

45 

48 

40 

(231) 

Total  Saaple^ 

40 

50 

45 

41 

(SIS) 

\)oes  not  include  respondents  wtx)  did  not  ansxTOr  demographic  questions. 

^Includes  respondents  did  not  ans5\ver  demof^raphic  questions,  but 
excludes  tiiose  who  did  not  answer  Question  2,  aixDUt  visits  to  the 
Hauser  liike  area. 

Source:  Vfestern  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-12 


ACTIVITIES  FEPOiriED  KM  GEMULAL  MISSOURI  RIVIII  AREA, 

BV  NUMBER  OF  VISITS  IDR  ^IIIE  ACTIVIIY  DURING  THE  PAST  'HVO  YEARS 


NTIvIBER  OF  VISIIS  (PERCENT) 


Acti\’lty^ 

None 

Oie 

IXvo  or 
'I'hree 

Four  or 
Five 

Six  to  Twelve 
Eleven  or  More 

Total  , 
Sample' 

Fishing  from  shore 

31 

7 

15 

8 

14 

24 

99 

Fishing  from  a boat 

49 

rf 

i 

12 

10 

11 

11 

iCX) 

Ice  fishing 

73 

3 

8 

5 

7 

5 

101 

Water  skiing 

74 

6 

8 

3 

4 

6 

101 

Boating  (other) 

70 

7 

10 

4 

4 

5 

100 

♦ 

Sv/hnning 

70 

4 

9 

4 

7 

6 

100 

Sailing 

95 

+ 

2 

•»- 

2 

4* 

100 

River  floating 

86 

3 

6 

p 

2 

2 

100 

Picnidving 

52 

10 

16 

8 

8 

6 

100 

Sig'ntseeing 

65 

7 

12 

5 

G 

4 

99 

Motorcycle  riding 

94 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

100 

Snowmobiling 

98 

-!- 

4- 

4* 

4" 

100 

’ Canping  with  RV 

75 

5 

6 

4 

5 

5 

100 

Camping  'without  KV 

85 

3 

4 

3 

3 

1 

99 

Ba.cjcpackiiig 

95 

2 

1 

1 

+ 

+ 

ICO 

Wall;ing  or  hiking 

82 

4 

7 

2 

3 

2 

100 

Pi'osjoecting 

93 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

100 

♦ 

Observ'ing  v/lldlife 

83 

3 

5 

3 

3 

4 

101 

Hunting 

86 

2 

4 

3 

3 

2 

100 

ITapping 

99 

0 

0 

0 

0 

+ 

100 

Other 

98 

+ 

•t* 

-i- 

4“ 

100 

♦ 

Reported  by  irore  than  15  i^erct^nt  of  res]Xjndents . 

^See  questionnaire  in  Appendix  A for  e:?iact  wording  of  Question  7. 

^^Number  of  cases  is  approximately  546  for  each  activity.  Respondents 
who  had  not  visited  any  of  the  Missouri  River  areas  in  the  past  Uvo 
yeai*s  or  who  did  not  ariS\\er  Question  7 are  excluded.  (Total  may  nob 
equal  100  due  to  rounding.) 

Source:  Western  Analysis,  Inc, 
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TABLE  3-13 


PERCENT  OF  PARTICIPANTS  Y.TO  VISITED  MISOTRI  RIVER  AREAS^ 
mi  EACH  OF  llIE  IIE’/EN  LDST  KPULAR  ACTIVITIES 


Fishing  fron'i  shore 
Fishing  frosii  a boat 
Ice  fishiiig 
Water  skiing 
Ik^ating  (other) 
Shvinriing 
Picnicking 
SightSiDeing 
Cairiping  Vilth  RV 
Walking  or  hiking 
Cfoscrving  v/ildlife 


HAUSER 

LAKE 

AREA 

cAi-mi 

FERRY 

UPPER 

BOLTER 

LAKE^ 

31 

27 

5 

21 

39 

^7 

1 

20 

41 

2 

20 

44 

12 

21 

40 

23 

22 

53 

8 

21 

35 

16 

19 

24 

34 

19 

43 

4 

20 

24 

30 

22 

30 

24 

:iOI..TER 

LMCE 

ALL 

AREAS 

(N)'^ 

37 

100 

(3S5) 

33 

100 

(287) 

36 

99 

(152) 

23 

99 

(142) 

16 

100 

(160) 

17 

100 

(169) 

28 

100 

(249) 

23 

100 

(178) 

34 

IC'O 

(149) 

27 

100 

( 97) 

24 

100 

( 87) 

ti. 

"Area  visited  v.-as  the  nap  location  inra'ked  by  the  lestx^ndent  (see 
Question  9).  If  locations  in  R'ore  than  one  general  area  v.’ere'ma.rl^cd 
for  the  sans  activity  , the  Hauser  Lol^e  area  was  coded  in  preference 'to 
imy  of  the  others,  and  Canyon  F'errv'  was  coded  in  pit'ference  to  Holter 
Lake  or  Upper  Holter  Inl^e.  If  the  respondent  did  not  wark  the  ncip  the 
area  written  in  as  an  answer  to  Qi.iestion  8 was  ceded,  in  the  snnra  order 
of  preference  as  the  map  entries.  Most  respondents  indicated  only  one- 
general  urea  for  each  activity. 

^^Nimber  Oi.  participants  was  deteiinined  by  the  nunber  who  indicated  an 
visited  for  the  activity.  It  does  not  always  corre;3]X)nd  e.xactlv 
iJidicated  how  mny  visits  they  had  made  for  each 
activity,  due  to  res]X)ndents ' inconsistenev. 


Includes  Gates  of  the  '‘ifciuntains . 
Source:  Western  Analj^is,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-14 


PERCENT  OF  PARTICIPANTS  V,LO  VISITED  MISSOURI  RIVER  AREAS, 
BY  OCXJNIY  OF  RESIDENCE 


ACTIVITY 

CASCADE 

mns  AND 
CLAIN 

SILVER 

BOW 

JEFFER- 

SON 

Bi^OAD- 

WATER 

ITTTAL 

SAVi^LJ^^ 

Fl.shing  fmn  Sliore 

Hauser  Lake  area 

8 

61 

26 

35 

0 

31 

Canyon  Ferr}^  , 

Upper  Holier 

5 

30 

66 

47 

100 

27 

6 

4 

4 

0 

0 

5 

Holler  La>;e 

81 

5 

4 

18 

0 

37 

Total 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

(N) 

(164) 

(13S) 

( 50) 

( 17) 

( 9) 

(385) 

Fishing  from  a Boat 

Hauser  area 

8 

39 

17 

27 

0 

21 

CTjiyon  Ferrj^  ^ 

Upper  Holler  Lalce 

13 

48 

71 

63 

100 

39 

9 

5 

7 

9 

0 

7 

Holler  Lal^e 

69 

8 

5 

0 

0 

o o 

OO 

Total. 

99 

ir>o 

100 

99 

100 

100 

(N) 

(120) 

(102) 

( 41) 

( 11) 

( 8) 

(2S7) 

Ice  Fishing 

Hauser  Irlke  area 

2 

43 

19 

14 

0 

20 

Canyon  Ferry 

U^jper  Holler  Lake"^ 

4 

52 

76 

86 

100 

41 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

Holler  Lake 

S9 

5 

c; 

0 

0 

36 

Total 

100 

100 

100 

iOO 

100 

99 

(N) 

( 57) 

( 58) 

( 21) 

( 7) 

( 3) 

(152) 

Water  Skiing 

Hausc;r  Lake  area 

7 

40 

17 

0 

0 

20 

Canyon  Fexxy  . 

24 

47 

75 

100 

100 

44 

Upper  Hoi ter  Lake^ 

17 

11 

4 

0 

0 

12 

Holter  Lake 

52 

2 

4 

0 

0 

23 

Ibtal 

100 

100 

100 

100 

UlO 

99 

(N) 

( 59) 

( 53) 

( 24) 

( 2) 

( 3) 

(142) 

38 


TABLE  3-14  (continued) 


PERCEOT  OF  PAmCIPANTS  WIO  VTSHED  MISSOURI  RIVER  AREAS, 
BY  COUNTY  OF  rai.IDL’NCE 


ACTIVITY 

CASCADE 

LEV/IS  AND 
QARK 

SILVER 

JEFFER- 

SON 

BROAD- 

WATER 

'TOTAL 

SAMPIii^ 

Boating  (Other) 

Hauser  area 

12 

31 

20 

0 

C 

21 

Canyon  FeiT^,^ 

Upper  Hotter  LrJ'X* 

17 

46 

70 

60 

100 

40 

33 

19 

10 

40 

0 

ry<ry 

Ilolter  Ij£).ke 

33 

4 

0 

0 

0 

16 

'Total 

100 

100 

109 

100 

100 

100 

(K) 

( 60) 

( 70) 

( 20) 

( 5) 

( 3) 

(160) 

Swinming 

Hauser  I^ake  area 

12 

36 

15 

0 

0 

22 

Cajrij'on  Teriy  ^ 

Upper  Bolter  Inke''^ 

20 

M 

85 

IGO 

100 

53 

16 

6 

0 

0 

0 

(~5 

O 

Hoi  ter  Lake 

52 

O 

kJ 

0 

0 

0 

17 

Total 

IOC) 

99 

lOO 

100 

100 

100 

(N) 

( 50) 

( 77) 

( 26) 

( 7) 

( 7) 

Picnicicing 

Hauser  L^Jee  ai'ea 

4 

41 

23 

0 

0 

21 

Canyon  Ferry 

10 

41 

69 

77 

100 

35 

Upper  Ilolter  Lake‘s 

21 

16 

8 

8 

0 

16 

Hotter  I^tke 

64 

2 

0 

15 

0 

28 

'Total 

99 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

(N) 

( 08) 

(100 

( 26) 

( 13) 

( 6) 

(247) 

Sightseeing 

Hauser  Liike  area 

7 

36 

25 

0 

0 

19 

Canyon  Ferry  , 

5 

29 

45 

62 

80 

24 

Upper  Ilolter 

40 

32 

25 

25 

20 

33 

Bolter  Lolce 

48 

3 

5 

12 

0 

23 

'Total 

100 

100 

100 

99 

100 

99 

(N) 

( 75) 

( 

( 20) 

( 3) 

( 5) 

(177) 

39 


TAI3U5  3-14  (continued) 

PERCHir  OF  PAimCIPMI^  ^VlIO  VISITED  MISSOURI  RIVER  APE/^, 
BY  OOfJim'  OF  RESIDEr:CE 


ACTIVI'IY 

CASCADE 

D'Y/IS  AND 
CLARK 

SILVTR 

BO.V 

JEFFI'31- 

SON 

HROAJ)- 

WATER 

TOr/'L 

S/'ATTE^' 

Ca^iping  with  RV 

Hauser  LxTlkg  area 

7 

32 

32 

0 

25 

19 

Canyon  Ferry' 

15 

58 

68 

100 

75 

43 

Upper  Ilolter  Uike*'^ 

6 

5 

0 

0 

0 

4 

Holter  Lake 

72 

5 

0 

0 

0 

34 

Total 

100 

100 

IfK) 

100 

100 

100 

(N) 

( GS) 

( 3S) 

( 31) 

( 5) 

( 4) 

(149) 

Vvalking  or  Hiking 

Hauser  Lal<;e  area 

7 

43 

17 

11 

0 

20 

Canyon  Ferry  ^ 

Upper  Holter  Lal^e'^ 

9 

23 

58 

44 

50 

24 

30 

30 

25 

33 

50 

30 

Holter  Lake 

54 

3 

0 

11 

0 

27 

Total 

100 

99 

100 

99 

100 

101 

(N) 

( 44) 

( 30) 

( 12) 

( 9) 

( 2) 

( 07) 

Observing  V/ildlife 

Hauser  Lake  area 

7 

37 

33 

17 

0 

22 

Canyon  Ferry  ^ 

3 

30 

53 

50 

100 

30 

Upper  Holter  Lal^.e 

31 

30 

13 

17 

0 

24 

Holter  Lake 

59 

3 

0 

17 

0 

23 

Total 

1(X) 

100 

99 

101 

100 

99 

(N) 

( 29) 

( 30) 

( 15) 

( G) 

( 4) 

( 56) 

EL 

Includes  respondents  wiio  did  not  live  in  the  five-county  area;  daes  not 
include  lospondents  who  did  not  answer  the  question  alxx.’st  rounty  of 
residence. 

b 

Includes  Gates  of  the  Mountains, 

Soui'co:  Vrestcm  Analysis,  Inc. 


40 


a I ^ if 


• ^ ' *r 


-**•  , ...,♦.  ■*■ 


\ 


(, 


■A-' 


•»  -v 


•^-  '•-  * <(. 


:!^  . 'I. 


KS' 


I 


:j- 


I 


S) 


I 


.V 


ia 


I 

I 

m 

I 


fl 

I 

I 


■vL  _ 

F 

I 


I 


1 


'^W 


1 


♦■3 


< 


ft 


,J* 


ti 


■ft 

'.L 


I 

‘I 

i 

I 

] 


J 


TAniE  3-15 


imCENT  OF  RMOTCIPATTI^  MIO  VISITED  MISSOURI  RIVER  ARl^^VS, 

m'  ACJE  GXXjP 


ACTIVITY  17-24 

25-34 

35-44 

45-54 

55-64 

65-i- 

TOTAL. 

SAMPIL‘^ 

Fishing  frai;  Shore 

Hauser  I-ake  ai'ea 

24 

34 

36 

31 

20 

30 

31 

Canyon  Ferry  , 

33 

23 

21 

19 

43 

26 

27 

Upper  Hoi ter  Lake 

0 

0 

10 

10 

4 

2 

5 

Holier  La.ke 

43 

38 

33 

40 

34 

41 

37 

Total 

100 

100 

100 

100 

101 

99 

100 

(N)  ( 

21) 

(104) 

( 82) 

( 74) 

( 56) 

( 

46) 

(383) 

Fishing  from  a Boat 

Hauser  Lake  »rea 

15 

24 

21 

*^2 

14 

28 

22 

Canyon  Ferry  ^ 

L’Pt>sr  Holier  Lake"^ 

38 

42 

43 

29 

54 

25 

39 

0 

4 

12 

11 

4 

0 

7 

Holier  La3;e 

46 

29 

24 

38 

28 

46 

Total 

99 

100 

100 

100 

99 

100 

(N)  ( 

13) 

( 78) 

( 56) 

( 63) 

( 44) 

( 

28) 

(2S2) 

Ice  Fishing 

Hauser  I^ce  area 

24 

30 

20 

12 

15 

20 

Canyon  FeiTy 

Upper  Holier  Lalie"^ 

44 

33 

33 

56 

35 

42 

2 

7 

0 

0 

0 

2 

Holier  Lake 

— 

29 

30 

47 

32 

50 

36 

Total 

99 

100 

TOO 

100 

100 

100 

(N)  ( 

5) 

( 41) 

( 30) 

( 30) 

( 25) 

( 

20) 

(151) 

Water  Skiing 

Hauser  Lilce  ?irea 

12 

24 

18 

21 

-- 

__ 

21 

Canyon  Ferry^  . 

62 

40 

42 

41 

44 

Upper  Iloltei*  Lake^ 

0 

8 

24 

17 

12 

Holier  Lake 

25 

28 

15 

21 

— 

— 

23 

Total 

99 

100 

99 

100 

100 

(N)  ( 

16) 

( 50) 

( 33) 

( 29) 

( 9) 

( 

3) 

(140) 

41 


TABLE  3-15  (continued) 


PETCO^  OF  PARTICIPAOTS  WHO  VISTTTD  MIS3CXJRI  RIVER  ARFAS, 

BY  AGi::  CiROUP 


TCrr/\L 


ACTIWIT  17-24 

25-34 

35-44 

45-54 

55-64 

65+ 

smnj-. 

Boatinf^  (Other) 

Hauser  Lake  area 

20 

16 

21 

26 

22 

20 

Canyon  Ferry  ^ 

47 

43 

43 

43 

— 

41 

Upper  Hotter  Laice 

13 

25 

29 

18 

26 

— 

23 

Hoi ter  Lake 

20 

16 

7 

30 

9 

16 

Total 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

(N)  ( 

15) 

( 44) 

( 42) 

( 27) 

( 23) 

( 

7) 

(158) 

SwlrnTiing 

Hauser  area 

10 

25 

16 

31 

31 

Ca.nyon  Ferry’  ^ 

Upper  Hoi ter  Lake" 

68 

52 

50 

47 

62 

__ 

53 

r. 

u 

6 

14 

6 

0 

— 

8 

Fiolter  Tuike 

16 

17 

20 

16 

8 

— 

17 

Total 

99 

i.ao 

100 

100 

101 

301 

(N)  ( 

19) 

( 48) 

( 50) 

( 32) 

( 13) 

( 

6) 

(168) 

Picnicking 

Hauser  Lake  area 

15 

25 

21 

22 

11 

31 

21 

Canyon  Ferry  . 

38 

33 

39 

27 

21 

31 

35 

Upper  Holier  Lake^ 

12 

10 

18 

27 

17 

12 

36 

Holier  Lake 

35 

32 

22 

24 

31 

25 

28 

'lotal 

100 

100 

ICO 

100 

100 

99 

100 

(N)  ( 

26) 

( 72) 

( 62) 

( 41) 

( 29) 

( 

36) 

(246) 

Sipht seeing 

Hauser  Lake  area 

6 

19 

23 

21 

20 

21 

19 

Canyon  Ferry  ^ 

41 

19 

21 

12 

40 

37 

24 

Upper  Holier  Inke^ 

24 

23 

49 

47 

25 

28 

34 

Holier  Lake 

29 

40 

8 

21 

15 

14 

23 

Total 

100 

101 

101 

101 

100 

100 

100 

(N)  ( 

17) 

( 53) 

( 39) 

( 34) 

( 20) 

( 

14) 

(177) 

42 
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TABLE  3-15  (continued) 


I^TITCEKT  OF  PATvTICIPABTS  V/BO  ViSIlTl^  MISSOURI  RIVER  AREAS, 

BY  AGE  GROUP 


Acnvm^  17- 

-24 

25-34 

Qijnping  v/ith  RV 

Hauser  Lake  area 

, — 

28 

Canyon  Ferr\'  ^ 

38 

Upper  Holier  Lal^e 

— 

0 

Holier 

34 

Ibtal 

100 

(N)  ( 

7) 

( 29) 

Walking  or  Kiking 

Hauser  Lal'Le  aj'aa 

8 

25 

Canyon  Ferry 

33 

17 

Upper  Holier  l^ke 

17 

22 

iiolter 

42 

25 

Total  100 

39 

(N)  ( 

12) 

( 24) 

OUserving  \Vildlife 

Hauser  Lalce  rirea 

— 

23 

C<'inyon  Ferry 

UTipor  Holier  Lal\e 

20 

23 

Holier 

— 

33 

llDtal 

— 

99 

(N)  ( 

6) 

( 30) 

'lUTAL, 

35-44 

45-54 

55-64 

65+ 

SAMPLE^^ 

19 

14 

8 

13 

19 

50 

36 

62 

27 

43 

6 

6 

8 

0 

4 

25 

33 

23 

60 

3^1 

100 

99 

101 

100 

100 

( 33) 

( 33) 

( 26) 

( 15) 

(146) 

20 

23 

9 

20 

23 

8 

54 

24 

40 

31 

18 

— 

30 

17 

38 

18 

^ — 

27 

100 

lOO 

99 

101 

( 30) 

( 13) 

( ii) 

( 7) 

( 97) 

17 

23 

22 

26 

31 

— 

30 

39 

15 

— . 

24 

17 

31 

24 

93  100  ““  IGO 

( 23)  ( 13)  ( 9)  ( 6)  ( 87) 


deludes  respondents  wtio  did  not  ansv\ier  the  age  question. 
^Includes  Ciates  of  the  ^fountains. 

Soui'ce:  Western  Ar.alysis,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-16 


PERCENT  OF  PARTICIPANTS  WHO  VISITED  MISSOURI  RIVER  AREAS, 

BY  FMIILY  ^ATUS 


ailLDREN 


ACTIVITY  LOTIR  20 

Fishing  from  Shore 

Hauser  Uike  area  34 

Canyon  Ferry  22 

Upper  Hoi  ter  Lalce^  6 

Holter  Lake  37 

Total  99 

(N)  (191) 

Fishing  fion  p.  Boat 

Hau.ser  Lake  axea  20 

Canyon  Feri'y  , 35 

Upper  Holter  LaJke^  9 

Holter  LxHce  36 

Total.  100 

(N)  (149) 

Ice  Fishing 

Hauser  Lake  area  26 

Canyon  Ferry  . 34 

Upper  Holter  Irike'^  1 

Holter  Lake  38 

Total  99 

(N)  ( 76) 

Water  Skiing 

Hauser  La.ke  area  20 

Canyon  Ferry  , 44 

Upper  Holter  Lake^  16 

Holter  Lake  20 

Total  100 

(N)  ( 90) 


ALL  aillJDREil 

TCfTAI.  ^ 

20  ai  OLDER 

NO  ailLDREN 

SAiMPLE^ 

27 

27 

31 

31 

33 

27 

3 

3 

5 

40 

37 

37 

101 

100 

100 

( 98) 

( 96) 

(385) 

21 

24 

21 

43 

44 

39 

4 

4 

7 

32 

28 

33 

100 

100 

100 

( 70) 

( 68) 

(287) 

17 

13 

20 

49 

50 

41 

0 

5 

2 

35 

33 

36 

101 

101 

99 

( 37) 

( 39) 

(152) 

26 

19 

21 

33 

49 

44 

7 

5 

12 

33 

27 

23 

99 

100 

100 

( 16) 

( 37) 

(143) 

TABJJS  3-16  (continued) 


PEICH^rr  OF  PARTICIP.WS  \«D  VISriTD  MIS^URI  I«VER  AKlilAS, 

BY  FAMILY  STATUS 


ACTIVITY 

GIILDHEN 
UNDER  20 

AIX  aillUKFN 
20  Ol  OUIER 

NO  ailLDRI-Ll 

TOTiM. 

SAMPLE^ 

BojitinjT  (Other) 

Hauser  area 

23 

29 

11 

21 

Canyon  Ferry  , 

40 

32 

44 

40 

Upix?r  Hoi  ter  InJa? 

18 

21 

33 

23 

Hoi  ter  Lal^e 

18 

18 

11 

16 

Total 

99 

100 

99 

100 

(K) 

( S7) 

( 28) 

( 45) 

(160) 

Swirr.aing 

Hau.ser  Lal^e  ar'ea 

25 

25 

14 

22 

Canyon  Fei*ry  ^ 

Upper  Bolter  Lake 

48 

55 

67 

53 

9 

5 

5 

S 

Holter  Lal<:e 

18 

15 

14 

i n 

1 i 

Picnicking 

Hauser  Lake  area 

21 

20 

22 

21 

Cxmyon  Ferry  , 

Upper  Holter  Lake 

31 

29 

46 

35 

18 

16 

13 

16 

Holter  Lake 

30 

36 

19 

28 

Total 

lao 

101 

ICKl 

100 

(N) 

(261) 

(132) 

(152) 

(249) 

Sightseeing 

Hauser  I^ike  area 

18 

25 

17 

19 

Canyon  Feiay  , 

Upper  Holter  LaJ^e^ 

17 

31 

31 

24 

40 

22 

31 

34 

Holter  Lake 

24. 

22 

22 

23 

Total 

99 

100 

101 

100 

(N) 

( 92) 

( 32) 

( 54) 

(178) 
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TABLE  3-16  (continued) 


rERCH'Tr  OF  PAETICIPALn^  \TiD  VLSim)  MISSOURI  RIVER  AREAS, 

BY  FA.MTLY  STATUS 


ACTIVITY 

ailLDREN 
UflDER  20 

AJX  aiTIDREN’ 
20  m OLDER 

m ailLDRlE 

IWAL^ 

S/UfPIE^ 

Camping  with  RV 

Ha.user  Lake  area 

24 

14 

10 

19 

Canyon  FeJTry  ^ 

41 

45 

45 

43 

Upper  Ilolter  I^ake 

4 

7 

0 

4 

Bolter  Lake 

31 

33 

45 

34 

Total 

100 

99 

100 

100 

(N) 

( 78) 

( 42) 

( 2-3) 

(149) 

Walking  or  Hildng 

Hausei'  Jj.d'ie  area 

13 

24 

27 

20 

Cajiyon  Ferry  , 

Upper  Hoi  ter  LrJce^ 

23 

35 

IS 

21- 

30 

29 

30 

30 

Ilolter  Lake 

34 

12 

24 

27 

Total 

100 

100 

99 

101 

(N) 

( 47) 

( 17) 

( 33) 

( 97) 

Obser\nng  V/ildlife 

Hauser  I^-ce  area 

16 

31 

25 

22 

Canyon  Feinry  ^ 

Upper  Hoi  ter  Lal;e^ 

23 

31 

39 

30 

35 

19 

11 

24 

Total 

lai 

100 

100 

100 

(N) 

( 43) 

( 16) 

( 28) 

( 87) 

\toes  not  include  I'espondents  who  did  not  answer  desnographic  questions. 
^Includes  Gates  of  the  \k5untains. 

Source:  V/estem  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-18 


PERTWT  MD  RATED  HAUSER  LAKE  AREA  FACILITIES 
AS  NSDILTi  D^^rDVE^^ENT,  BY  OOIMY  OF  RESIDENCE 


CAK:mE 


Picnic  Areas  15 

Canpgrounds  25 

Boat  Docks  or  Hlarinas  31 

Sv/iimii,ng  Beaches  12 

Fishing  Access  10 

Trails  8 

Parking  25 

Rejstrooms  31 

Inte.rpretive  Exhibits  10 

(Nurrter  Ylho  Rated 
Facilities)  (48) 


LEWIS  AND 
a,ARK 

SILVER 

BOW 

TOfTAL^ 

25 

18 

21 

33 

23 

28 

18 

4 

19 

16 

9 

14 

10 

4 

9 

12 

0 

9 

24 

18 

22 

33 

45 

33 

8 

4 

8 

(121) 

(22) 

(204) 

®Tbtals  include  responses  from  two  residents  of  Broadwater  County,  nine 
residents  of  Jefferson  County,  and  two  residents  of  other  counties  in 
Kfontana. 


Source:  Westeni  Analysis,  Inc. 
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T/iBLE  3-19 


MlfBER  WD  RATED  FACILITIES  IN  IIAUSER  LAKE  AREA 
AS  NEEDING  BM»VEf/IENT,  BY  SPECIFIC  SITE 


HAUSER 

BLACK 

SAr®Y 

LAKE 

DAM 

S.R.A. 

HELENA 

Picnic  Areas 

2 

19 

1 

Cannpgroands 

1 

28 

0 

Boat  Docks 

0 

18 

2 

Swiimiing  Beaches 

1 

9 

1 

Fishing  Access 

0 

■ 4 

1 

Trails 

0 

6 

0 

Parking 

6 

16 

1 

ItestrooTB 

1 

23 

1 

Interpretive 

Exhibits 

0 

6 

0 

RIVER- 

SIDE 

crnffiR^ 

SITE  NOT 
SPECIFIED 

Tar.AL^ 

2 

1 

17 

42 

3 

3 

24 

59 

2 

1 

15 

38 

2 

1 

14 

28 

1 

2 

11 

19 

0 

2 

11 

19 

3 

1 

18 

45 

5 

4 

34 

6S 

1 

0 

10 

17 

Includes  Lakeside,  other  areas  above  York  Bridge,  and  the  east  side  of 
the  lake  below  York  Bridge. 

‘^Includes  all  respondents  who  wrote  "4"  or  ”5*'  in  the  Rating  column  for 
a given  facility.  Tliis  total  is  the  numerator  for  calculating  the 
percentages  in  Ibble  3-18.  Tne  dencminator,  or  base,  is  the  204 
respondents  who  a.nswru*cd  Questions  11-12, 

Source:  Western  Analysis,  Inc. 
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TABLE  3-20 


FAVORITE  OLTTDOCB  RlXItEATiaJAI.  ACTIVITIES;^ 
PERCEOT  PAin’ICIPATING  IN  EAQi  ACTIVITY,  BY  FAuMTLY  STATUS 


CHILDREN 
Ur®ER  20 

ailLDKEN 
OVER  20 

NO 

ailLDIEN 

TOTAI. 

Fishing  from  Shore 

65 

64 

56 

62 

Fishing  fixm  Boat 

53 

43 

39 

47 

Ice  Fishing 

26 

22 

25 

25 

Water  Skiing 

32 

].4 

26 

26 

Boating  (Other) 

28 

17 

23 

24 

Swi.irming 

40 

18 

24 

30 

Sailing 

4 

3 

9 

5 

River  Floating 

22 

7 

23 

18 

Picnicking 

43 

28 

32 

36 

Sightseeing 

31 

18 

26 

lifotorcycle  Riding 

12 

3 

10 

9 

Snownobiling 

8 

4 

10 

8 

Gamping  with  RV 

39 

30 

20 

32 

Camping  without  RV 

25 

7 

28 

21 

Biickpac!<Ling 

14 

4 

20 

13 

Walking  or  Hiking 

26 

19 

25 

24 

Prospecting 

9 

7 

5 

8 

Observing  Wildlife 

15 

11 

4 

14 

Hunt ing 

42 

23 

25 

32 

Trapping 

Other 

2 

12 

1 

32 

2 

45 

n 

29 

(Nuni)er  Responding  to 

Question  20) 

(285) 

(166) 

(lO'i) 

(615) 

^*Question  20  referred  to  "favorite  outdoor  recreational  activities"  of 
the  family,  \vlthout  restriction  as  to  the  location.  The  list  in 
Question  20  is  identical  to  the  list  in  the  questions  that  referred  to 
recreation  in  the  Missouri  River  areas. 

Skiing  was  written  in  n-ore  tlmn  any  other  single  activity. 


Source:  Western  /Vnalysis,  Inc. 
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Appendix  B 


MONTANA  SURVEY  CENTER 


Diviiion  c(  Western  Analysis  inc 


Dear  Montana  Resident, 

The  Montana  Survey  Center,  a division  of  Western  Analysis,  Inc.,  in 
Helena,  is  conducting  a study  of  recreational  activities  on  or  near 
the  Missouri  River  between  Townsend  and  Hclter  Dam.  The  purpose  of 
the  study  is  to  collect  accurate  information  about  what  people  do 
when  they  visit  the  river,  where  they  come  from,  and  how  many  of 
them  visit  various  locations  along  the  river  and  on  its  reservoirs. 

This  recreation  study  is  commissioned  by  the  Montana  Power  Company. 

It  is  one  of  several  environmental  and  engineering  studies  being 
•carried  out  to  evaluate  the  feasibility  of  increasing  generating 
capacity  at  Hauser  Dam. 

Your  name  was  drawn  in  a random  sample  of  residents  of  the  area 
nearest  this  stretch  of  the  Missouri  River.  Questionnaires  have 
been  sent  to  approximately  2,000  households  in  Broadwater,  Cascade, 
Jefferson,  Lewis  and  Clark,  and  Silver  Bow  counties. 

Even  if  you  have  never  been  to  the  Missouri  River,  we  ask  that  you 
complete  as  much  of  the  questionnaire  as  you  can  --  Questions  1 
through  6 and  13  through  20  --  and  return  it  to  us.  This  will  enable 
us  to  find  out  what  proportion  of  nearby  residents  have  recently 
used  the  river  for  recreational  purposes.  If  you  h^e  visited  the 
river,  between  Townsend  and  Holter  Dam,  please  complete  the  entire 
questionnaire  and  return  it  to  us.  Be  sure  to  mark  and  return  the 
map  of  the  area,  which  is  folded  inside  the  questionnaire.  A postage- 
paid  return  envelope  is  enclosed. 

By  providing  this  information  about  yourself  and  your  recreational 
activities,  you  will  help  us  form  an  accurate  picture  of  current  use 
of  the  Missouri  River  and  its  reservoirs,  in  the  heavi ly-used  stretch 
between  Townsend  and  Holter  Dam. 

All  information  will  be  kept  confidential.  Your  questionnaire  will 
be  identified  only  by  Us  number,  and  your  answers  will  be  pooled  witii 
those  of  other  people  in  the  sample  and  used  to  generate  numerical 
infor'mation  only. 


Richard  L.  Bourke 
President 


P O.  Bo*  i87  o Helena,  Montana  S960I  « telephone  (406)  443-3420 
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Appendix  B 


MONTANA  SmVEY 

Division  ot  Western  Analysis  Inc. 


June  ) , 1982 


Dear  Montana  Resident: 

weeks  ago  we  wrote  to  you  about  our  study  of  recreation  on  the 
Missouri  River,  asking  you  to  fill  out  a questionnaire,  if  you  have 
not  yet  returned  your  ccrfipleted  questionnaire,  please  do  so  as  soon  as 
. possible. 

The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  collect  accurate  infcnaation  shout  the 
number  of  people  who  visit  the  river  and  vmat  they  do  there.  We  have 
received  a large  number  of  completed  questionnaires  from  residents  In 
the  area,  but  not  enough  to  be  sure  we  can  describe  recreational  use  of 
the  river  adequately.  Each  Individual ‘s  response  is  very  important. 

Even  if  you  have  never  been  to  the  Missouri  River,  v^e  ask  that  you 
complete  as  much  of  the  questionnaire  as  you  can  --  Questions  1 through 
6 and  13  through  20  --  and  return  It  to  us.  This  will  let  us  knov/  V:'nat 
proportion  of  nearby  residents  have  not  recently  used  the  river  for 
recreatlcTiri  1 purposes.  If  you  have  vfsited  the  river,  between  Townsend 
and  Holter  Dam,  please  complete"' the  entire  cuesionnaire  and  return  it  to 
us.  ?>e  sure  to  mark  and  return  the  map  of  the  area,  whicn  is  folded 
inside  the  questionnaire.  A postage-paid  return  envelope  is  enclosed. 

By  providing  this  infonr.ation  about  yourself  and  your  recreational 
activities,  you  will  help  us  fonn  an  accurate  picture  of  current  use  of 
the  Missouri  River  end  its  reservoirs,  in  the  heavily-used  stretch 
between  Townsend  and  Holter  Dam.  All  information  will  be  kept 
confidential . 

Your  contribution  to  the  success  of  this  study  will  be  greatly 
appreciated . 


President 

WESTERN  ANALYSIS,  INC. 
RLB:mlh 


P O.  Box  ® Helcnfl,  Montana  S960I  « Telephone  (40&)  443-3420 
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